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: Edinburgh, 15. Auguſt 1648. 


T he Anſwer of the Commiſs1oners ofthe 
Fenerall Aſſembly unto the Obſervati- 

ons of the Honourable Committee of 
; Eſtates upon the Dx cLaraTION of the 
7 late Generall Aſembh. 


GY Y.. 8 Lthonghrthere were other three papers 
delivered in to the Honorable Com- 
„ mitree of Eſtates from the Generall 
285 © C57 Aſlembly, befide the Aſſemblies De- 
| D claration, yer nothing was returned 
| | dom ebeir Lordſhips, except only ſome 
obfervations upon a part of the Declaration; Which 
Obſervations being ſent to the Generall Aſſembly, 
while they were haſtening to a cloſe, after ſo long atten- 
dance, were read and conſidered, and declared unani- 
mouſly to he no wiſe ſatisfactorie to the Aſſembly; 
Who did therefore appoint us their Commiſſioners to 
prepare a particular anſwer thereunto: And this we are 
the rather willing to do, leaſt by our ſilence we ſhould 


ſeem tobe ſatisfied with ſuch obſervations. And this 
4 onely we ſhall further premiſe that both we and the 
| people of God in the land who expect information 
from us; are pur upon this r while — 4 | 
ennie 2 Of ; 
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of their Lordſhips Papers are Printed und 8 

the detriment of Religion and the cauſe of God, the 
Preſſe is not patent to our papers, whereby we defire 
— clear the truth. And now to come to the parti- 
culars. 

Whereas their Lordſhips are pleaſed to ſay that the 
offers of the Committee of Eſtates for ſecuring of 
Religion have not been accepted by the Generall Al- 
embly at the ſuggeſtion of ſome diſaffected perſons: 
They maybe pleaſed to remember that the Generall 
Aſſemblie did in ſome former papers demonſttate to 
their Lordſhips by good and ſolid reaſons ( never yet 
anſwered) that their Lordſhips offers are ſo farre from 
ſecuring Religion, that they are inconſiſtent with the 
ſecurity of Religion; In all which (we bleſſe the Lord) 
we had never a more unanimous Generall Aſſembly, 
and more free of the ſuggeſtions of dilaffected perſons: 
And we heartily wiſh their Lordſhips may be as free of 
the hearkning to the ſuggeſtions of diſaffected perſons 
as the Generall Aſſembly was: Neither ſhall we judge 
any thing before the time, concerning theſe Obſervati- 
ons; but ſhall leave it to him who will bring to light th 


2 
2 
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hidden things of darkneſſe and diſhoneſty, what lugge- 


ſtions have been made to their Lordſhips in that buſi- 
neſſe, As likewiſe: whether their Lordſhips did from 
a reall deſire to be. informed and edified, or for 
{ome otherends, call for proofs from Scripture of the 
unlawfulneſſe of the preſent ingagement in warre; 
However we ſhall an wer to the Obſervations as they 
are offered to us. We underſtand not why the five Ar- 
guments in the Aſſemblies Declaration bronght to 
prove the ſinfulneſſe and unlawfulneſſe of the preſent 

pres 
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ingagement, ate by their Lordſhips reduced to four 
Claſles : but we come to the matte. 

The ſubſtance ofthe firſt Argument uſed by the Aſ- 
ſembly was this, In all lawfull warres of the people of 
God, the end principally intended and driven at, is that 
wherein'the glory of God is —— concerned - But in 
this preſent warre, the end principally intended and dri- 
f ven at, is not that wherein the glory of God is chiefly 
[ concerned; Therefore tis not a lawfull warre of the peo- 
| « ple of God. Their Lordſhips do not denie the propo- 


I ſition of the argument; Onely they anſwer to one of the 
F Scripturall proofs thereof , that the warres of Gods 
l people were called the warres of the Lord; becauſe 
as they were undertaken by warrant from Gods vicege- 

gg rents, fo for an honeſt cauſe, and for the glory of God: 


& We luppoſe their Lordſhips mean for the glory of 
Oo ptincipally, and ſo yeild the point; Vet it ſhall not 

be amiſſe here to put their Lordſhips in mind of the 

other two reaſons, why the warres of Gods people 
| If were called the warres of the Lord, namely. 1. Be- 
cauſe their warres were not undertaken without conſul- 
ing of God, and his will revealed by his Miniſters, as 
is manifeſt from Numb. 27, 21. and diverſe other 
places. 2. Becauſe their warres were to be managed 
and ordered according to the Law of God. As to that 
vhich their Lordſhips ſay concerningthe aſſumption of 
the Aſſemblies argument, We anſwer, 1. Their Lord- 
ſhips ſay nothing to it as it ſtands in the Aſſemblies De- 
claration with the proofs thereof; but paſſing all this, 
they form another aſſumption which they deny, and 
bring ſome reaſons for their deniall of it. The Aſſem- 
bly Lid clearly prove in their Declaration, that the end 
1 principally 


"or, 


E. 
principally intended and Gen al 2 
not that wherein the glory of God is chiefly concerned; 
And this was proved by the Parliaments not ſatisfying 
of the deſires ot the Kirk, concerning the ſafety and ſe- 
curity of Religion, as likewiſe by their 1eſolutions of 
bringing his Majeſty to ſome of his Houſes in or near 
London, with Safety, Freedome and Honour, before any 
ſecurity had or ſought from him for Religion and the 
Covenant, which is a manifeſt poſtponing of the ſafety 
of Religion to his Majeſties ſafety, of the Freedome of 
the Goſpell to his Majeſties freedome, and of the Ho- 
nour of God to his Majeſties honour. But all this their 
Lordſhips are pleaſed to paſſe in ſilence; And as if the b 
Aſſembly had denyed all duty to the King, they go 
about to prove, that tis a duty incumbent to ſubjects to 4 
undertake a warte for his Majeſties freedome and ho- 4 1 
nour (we know not why their Lordſhipt omit his 
ſafety.) And ſeverall texts of Scripture are cited by 
their Lordihips to this end; Whereas they touch not 
the point in controverſie vis. Whether, Religion be- * 
ing in ſo great danger by his Majeſties oppoſition there- 
unto, it be the ſubjects duty to make warre for his Ma 
jeſties freedome and honour, before ſecurity ſought and 
had from him for Religion. 2. Their Lordſhips 
in ſtead of ny the Aſſemblies firſt argument, do 
indeed adde no {mall ſtrength to it; For while they are 
anſwering. that very argument. which challengeth the 
neglect of the glory of God and of Religion in this in- 
gagement, they mention nothing of Religion, but onely * 
the Kings freedome and honour, as the cauſe ot under- 
taking the preſent warre. 3. The Kirkof Scotland hath 
ever been, and is moſt willing to reſent any injuries done 
to 


# * 
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| to his Majeſty, and to perform every duey for is Maje- 

"I - ſties — and honour in cherght w and a 

| thar Is, giving to God in the firſt place whar is Gods: 

Bur it hath not been the rind of Kirk or State in this 

| land to make War for his Majeſtic in an abſolmeway, 

| and without any qualification; or to the detriment and 
f 


hurt of Religion. Fot in the year 1643. this Kingdom 

was ſolicited by his Majeſtie to undertake War for him; 
{ . bur becauſe he was ingaged in a courle agtinfi Religion, 
+ andthe Liberties of the _— 1s, therefore all giving 

| "of aſsiſtanee to him was declined, akhoughatthatrime 
the Kingdoms were not joyned in Covenant: How 

* much leſs is it che ſubjects dury, after ſuch a Covenant, 
| and after ſo much blood ſhed by the means of bis Ma- 
- |- ;eſties oppoſing the Covenant and Reformation, and his 
I Majeſtics adhering till ro his former principles, yer 
notwithſtanding of all this, co ingage in War for him, 

and to eſpouſe his quarrell before ſecurity deſired, and 
had from him for Religion. 4. The three Scriptures al- 
; |& ledged by their Lordſfups, Foh. 18. 36. Gen. 14. and 
| 1548.39. do in no wiſe help their cauſe, or militate a- 
the Aſſemblies Argument: for there are four 
differences which will marre rhe application of 
thoſe Scriptures to the preſenx Engagement in War. 
1. Chriſtscaule againſt the Jews, Leis caule againſt the 
four Kings, who had taken away him and his goods; 
Davidand his men, their cauſe againſt the Amaletites 
| who had taken their wives captive , was without con- 
» | toveriic a good and honeſt cauſe, and no wiſe to the 
'« Pprejudiceof Religion. 2. The inſtruments and Mana- 
| gers were without exception. 3. The parties to be relie- 
© ved wete alſo without any exceprion, lo far as can be 


known 
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known from us OA 4. No 

ted by their Lordſhips doth hold forth a War underta- 
ken for a humane intereſt, with neglecting and poſtpo- 
ning the glory of God, and therefore come not home 
to = int of the Aſſemblies Argument, When their 
Lordſhips ſhall prove their cauſero be as good, the Ma- 
nagers and Parties to be as much without exception, 


the glory of God to be as little neglected in this 


INgagement, as in the example cited; then may their 
Lordſhips apply thoſe Scriptures in reference to this 
Ingagement, bar not otherwiſe. 5. Whatſoever be the 
duty of Subjects towards the relief of their King, 
which in the due order and ſubordination to the glory 
of God and ſecurity of Religion, is not denyed, we can- 
not ſee how the Text, John 18. 36. proveth it; ſeeing 
that S cripure holdeth forth a common cuſtome of the 
world, rather then a dutie of Subjects, and ſheweth what 
men ule to do, rather then what they pught to do. And 
this ſence may be plainly drawen from the Text it ſelf, 
If my Kingdome were of this World, that is, as the King - 
domes of this World are, and uſe to be, then would my ſer- ' 
wants fight for me: Leaſt of all was it our Lords meaninf 
to allow fighting, and making warre ina cauſe prejudi-" 
ciall and hurtfull to Religion. And whereas their Lord- 
ſhips ſay in their next citation, that Lot had aſſociat 
himſelf in warre with wicked men the Sodomites:A$ here- 
by they tacitely intimate the lawfulneſſe of aſſociati- 
on in warre with men as wicked as the Sodomites, So we 
ſhall humbly beleech their Lordſhips to obſerve here, 
how neceſſary it is for their Lordſhips to ſearch more 
accurately into theſe Scriptural arguments, for their is no 
ſuch thing in the Scripture as is cited in their Obſervati- 
PR Ons. 
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pF / on on 
ons. We read Et enluts ( n6t Lots) confe- 
- .  deracy with Auer, Eſbcol, and Mamre, but that theſe 
mute were either Idolaters,or wicked men, is more then 
can be proved. 6. The followin Paragraph is as wide 
from the point, proving what no enies, vix. The 
duty of MN Kings. We wiſh their Lordſhips 
may ſeriouſly ponder two things joyned with this dur 
in the firſt Text cited by themſelves: One is fear God, 
and this is put in the firſt place; Another is, medle not 
. with them that are given to change; Whereby we are 
warned that under collour of doing for the honour of 
Kings, we may not joyn with thoſe who fall off, from 
the cauſe and wayes of God. To preſſe any duty con- 
cenning the Kings honour, with the neglect or prejudice 
+ ofthe honour of God, is indeed to ule libertie as a cloak , 
* of Maliciouſneſſe; ſo that this falleth back upon them 
=” who charge it without cauſe upon others. The text 


I 1 Sam. 15. 30, 31. Is no better applyed ; for when Sa- 


, , muel yielded to honour Saul before the people, and to 


turn again with him, It was upon his confeſſion and 


* 
* 
v 
* 5 


acknowledgment of his ſinne; and with all, Saul was ſo 
onoured before the people that Agag was cut in 
ces. Shs 2 6 Kline . +1 ar, hs 1 F 
Ihe ſecond Argument of the Generall Aſſembly was 
to this purpole , Every ingagement in warre which is 


pretended to be for Religion, and yet hath in it a confe- 


deracie and aſſociation with wicked men, and enemies 
of true Religion, is ſinfull and unlawfull: But the pre- 
ſent ingagement in warre is pretended to be for Religi- 
on, andyet hath in it a — and aſſociation with 


wicked men, enemies of true Religion; Therefore tis 
unlawfull, Their Lordſhips are pleaſed to make four 
ö 3 B anſwers, 
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ankeers, the Seſtchoee againſt rhe propoſition; the =, _ 
———— ——— ray aſſoeiati-- 
ons were forbidden wirtuthe Cunsauites, becauſe they LV 
were de ſtinate to neſtructionzand their countrey promi- 
fed to Gods people. H the meaning be, tharthe prohi- 
bition of aſſociation with the Canaunies and the 
ground thereof was temporary and ſuch as coneerned 
the Jews onely, and that cis now free to the people oß 
God to aſſociat with ſuchas the cutſed Canaanites, let, 
any who is of that judgement ſpeak it out in time. TD 
us it ſeems maniteſt from Scripture, that the chief 
ground and reaſon of that Law was morall and perpe- 
tuall, ſuch as concerneth us in all like caſes, vix. Leſt 
they ſhould make Iſrael to finne, and be a ſnare umo 
them Zxod. 22, 33. and 34, 12; 15. Dent. 7. 4. And © 
whereas their Lordſhips ſay, that they hope there is 
none who pretendeth ſuch a warrant for deſtroying all 
who differ in Religion from them, we. ſhall here. paſſe © 
what their OT leem to ſuppoſe, but cannot be? 
proved, namely, that the Jews had ſuch a warrant, or did W 
pretend to it, Onely we ſhall deſire that their Lordſhip 
may never forget that they are ingaged by ſolemn Ci 
venant to God, that they ſhall ſincęrely really and faich- 
fully endeavour the diſcovery, trlall and condigne pu- 
nĩſnment of Malignants, Incendiaries and enemies of 
reformation; Now then can it be lawfull to aſſociate 
witch them, as long as they remain ſuch 2 Or how can 
their Lordſhips joyn with theſe as friends of the cauſe 
who by the Covenant᷑ ouglit to be tried and puniſhed 
as enemies to the cauſe ? E-..:. 15 | 
Secondly, tis anſwered in the Obſeryations that con- 
ſidence and truſt in theſe worldly helps are forbidden. 8 
[ ö 
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— - * ed ee Larp ripture | 
| [F inthe Aſſemblies: — — : 
: aſſociation of it ſelfwith wicked! men; but confidence 
in the aſſociats Andi if fo, then aſſociation with wicked ; 

men is no more ſinfull then aſſociation with good men 
for we may not pue truſt and oonſidenoe in worldly or 
2 a= neon pee whomfoover we have them. We 
ſſmall yet deſire that their Lordſhips may take a further 
review of the Scriptures cited in tie Aſſemblies Decla- 
_ ( he re mg — do — here re- 
peat ) and we doubt not, WI Ain to ; 
Chery one who lookech upon er , 
affociations with-fuch men in warre, are condemned as 
- unlawfull and ſinfull in themſelves, As to the inſtances 
adduced by their Lordſhips from the examples: of out 
Andeſ tums: The doffre of the Generali Aſſembly 1583. 
that meit miglit be a band of union bet int the Chri- 
ſtian Princes, proſpffing che true Religion for defence 
thereof, againſbrhepeaſecurion of Pgpiſts, was a moſt 
juſbdefire, neither ean ſꝑ application be dra wen from 
1 it isbroyghbGor: A band of union with Princes, 
| —— ebene . from an 
— nd ache pi d enemies of the 


— — face d their: 
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ÞFehe Fienth, 
i 2 Religion, 
10 dre now aflocimed- with. Be- 

B 2 . fides 


fides all this xhe evils of Prelacyand the Book of Com- 
mon-Prayer were not then diſcovered in any ſuch me- 
ſure or degree as now they are, neither were the King- | | 
doms then obliged by folemn Covenant as now they 
are for extirpationthereof. | 
Thirdly, tis anſwered in their Lordſhips Obſervati- 
ons, that there is a great difference in joyning with ſtran- 
ers [dolaters, and ſubjects obliged in a common duty, 
iving under a King. But we ſhall deſire it may be re- 
membred. 1. That the preſent ingagement in warre 
cannot be purged ot all aſſociations with ſtrangers Ido- 
laters. 2. Their Lordſhips diſtinction is as if one ſnould 
fay (which no man will admit) that ſtrangers who are 
enemies to the King, ought not to be taken to fight in 
the Kings Wars, yet they who live in his Dominions 
and did once {wear Allegiance to him, though after- 
wards they have Rebelled againſt his Majeſtie and his 
Laws, and ſtill continue in Rebellion may be truſted, aſ- 
ſociated and joyned with in the Kings Wars. If a faction 
of Rebels againf{ the Lord be admitted to fight in a 
War which is pretended to be for Religion, and yet a 
faction of Rebels againſt the King be not admitted to 
fight inthe Wars forthe King, thetfdo men lay them- 
| > cad open how much they ſlight and deſpiſe the Ho- 
nour of God, and how prodigall they are of his cauſe: 
3. Tis all one to the point of unlawfulneſſe, whether 
ſuch aſſociations be with the Enemies of true Religion 
without or within the Kingdom, even as tis all one to 
the unlawfulneſſe of marriage with Idolaters, and of fi- 
miliar converſation with ungodlgypeng, whether they 
de without or within the Kingdom. l not thoſe mi 
Hay aſſociations of Fehoſbephat with A bal, 2 Chron, = 
. 394 
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19.27 and of Amardab withthe 10000. men of Ius l, 
* bro. 25. 7. 8. condemned upon this teaſon, becauſe” 
the aſſociats were ungodly haters of the Lord, and be- 
_ _ cauſe God was not with them. Which reaſons will ex- 


tend againſt all military aſſociations (and eſpecially in 
a cauſe of Religion, which is the preſent caſe) with a 
known Faction of Malignant and wicked Enemies of 


Religion. 


Fourthly, Tis anſwered, that their Lordſhi s have 


declared, that they will aſſociate with none but ſuch as will 
ingage themſelves to be faithfull in the Ends of the Cove- 
nant, and who do ſo, cannot be repute Malignants, that is, 
Popiſh and Prelaticall , unleſſe they be 7 

Whereto paſſe that their Lordſhips do not make it plain 


7 thatthey mean of the Solemn League and Covenant, 
I is to be obſerved 1. That their Lordſhips are not plea- 
ſed to lay that they will aſſociate with none, but ſuch as 


take the Covenant, yea rather their Lordſhips-tacitely 


themſelves inthoſe generall and ambiguous termes that 


bey will be faichfüll in the Ends of the Covenant: 


"2. Their Lordſhipsare here pleaſed to make the ſigni- 
fication of the word Malignants, commenſurable with 
the Popiſhand Prelaticall party; whereas there are di- 
vers Malignants who are not of the Popiſh and Prelati- 
call party, but drive at an Arbitrary Government, and 
are againſt the Covenant, the Reformation of Religion 


nnd Libertiesof the Kingdoms, 3. How can it be ſup- 
* ſed that they who will not take the Covenant, yea, 


ave born armes againſt it, and ſtill continue in their for- 
mer principles, can really or truly engage themlelves 2 


—— — 


Iſe Hpocrites. 


yeild, that they will aſſociate with ſuch as neither have 
taken nor will take the Covenant, ſo that they ingage 


«<. 
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be faithfullin the Ends of the Covenner, or that they: — 
will be indeed fairhfull in theſe ends, and it there were 
no more, how can they be faithfull to tbat end of the 
Covenant which coneerneth the diſcovery, triall and 
puniſhment of themſelves and others of their kinde. 
The third Argument inthe Aſſemblies Declaration 
was ro this ſence. Whatſoever ingagement in War is 
undertaken without firſt eſſaying the lawfull, poſsible 
and ordinary means of preventing bloodſhed, is unlaw- 
full and fintull : But the prefene Bugagement is ſuch - 
Therefore; &. Tis to he obſerved chat their Lordſhips 
do not deny the propofition, but only the aſſumption of 
this Argument: The. reafons0of their deniall are two, 
1. Becauſe the Commiſsjoners at London did repreſent 
wrongs and ſeek reparation. 2. Beeaule 4 Meſſenger 
was ſefft with the demands of the Parlament of this 
Kingdom to the Kingdom of Zngland, But here tis not 
ta be forgotten, that neither the Comm̃flsioners at Len- 
ad); ndr the Meſſenger here meant of, did make known 
ts the Patlament of England the breaches found and 
deelared'by the Parliament of this: Kingdom in their 
Dethrafion torhe Kingdom concerning the grounds 
and ciules of the preſent itigagemenit. Flow can it then 
be ſuppoſed that all the mess of 2 bloodſned 
werefufficiently eſſayed, leeing the very grounds and 
cauſes of the War found by rhe Parliament of this 
dom were not ſo mueh as made non to the Par- 


to paſſe r filenee chat which 
; | ſeemed 
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ſeemed moſt ſtrange tothe General Aflemble, chat. che 
offer of a Treaty upontheBropeſitioas of both Kin 


dms being made by the Parliament af # 
yet ſlighted and not embraeeillhy the Parliament ofthis 
Kingdom. 3. Was not the Townof Berwickfeizedup- 
on (which Act now heir Lordſhips own in zhis aper 


of their Obſervations) before the Meſſenger was ſent 


with the Demands tothe Houſes of Narliament; from 
. al! which laid together, it will quickly appear that this 
ingagement was undertaken without firſt eſſaying choſe 
amicable and peaceable wayes, which might and ought 
to have been uſed for preventing of bloodſhed. | 
The fourth Argument was this; Whatſoever-ingage- 
ment in War hath in it the breach of a Solemn Cove- 
- nant made with God, is ſinfull-and-unlewfull : But the 
preſent ingagement is ſuch: Therefore, 8c. The pro- 
poſition is yeilded, and their Lordfhips conceive it 
needleſſe to prove it. But when we obſerve how many 
there are who make no conſcience ofthe Covenant, and 
in their deeds do deny it; we cannot think it needleſſe 
but neceſſary to ſhew from the Word of God how 
great {in the breach of Covenant is: As to the Aſſum- 
ption which was yerified in all the Articles of the Co- 
venant, Their Lordſhips ſay that the breach of the 
firſt Article is inſtructed in the Declaration of the Al- 
ſembly by the induction of three particulars : But upon 
« review their Lordſhips will finde, that the breach of 
that firſt Article is inſtructed by five inſtances. And as 
their Lordſhips make the inſtances fewer then the Af- 
ſemblies Declaration doth, ſo the third inſtance as tis 
expreſſed by their Lordſhips, is not inthe Declaration 
of the Aſſembly, vis. The not anſweling of the Pe- 
eitions 
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ſtance tis anſwered by their Lordfhips, that the State 
hath not quarrelled any Miniſters Doctrine though they 


may quarrell ſeditious Doctrine. We thank. God their 


Lord(hips have no juſt cauſe ( ſo farre as we know ) to 
charge ſedition or ſeditious Doctrine upon any Mini- 
ſter who hath freely and faithfully reproved the ſinnes 
ofthe times: And we do not doubt but every faithfull 
Miniſter is able to ſay as Paul ſaid, and according to 


Pauls meaning, they found me not raiſing up the people 


neither in the Synagoge nor in the City, neither can 
they prove the things whereof they now accuſe me. It 
was not affirmed in the Declaration of the Aſſembly, 
either that the Parliament or Committee of Eſtates 
quarrell Miniſters Doctrine, but quarrelled it is very fre- 
quently by moſt, if not by all of thoſe who are moſt 
active & forward inthe preſent engagement. However, 
the judgment of Miniſters Doctrine belongeth to the ju- 
dicatories of the Kirk, both by Divine right and by the 
Law of the land; and we hope their Lordſhips do not 
intend under collour of quarrelling ſedition, a new way 
of trying and judging Miniſters Doctrine, nor to aſſume 
to themſelves the exerciſing of the ſame power over all 
perſons of whatſoever eſtate, degree, function or condi- 
tion they be of, in all matters wherein they ſhall be 
charged to anſwer; Azpower once granted to the Coun- 
cell in the 129. Act Parliament 8. King James 6. anno. 
1584. But was afterward abrogated in the 114. Act 
Parliament 12. King James 6. anno 1592. as likewiſe 

in the Act reciſſory 1640. 
The ſecond inſtance was the diſtyrbing of, and with- 
drawing from the W orſhip of Go & namely from — 
K 5 te 
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r of ullrhe deſires 
— Kirk doth i erre, chat they maintain not the go: 
vernmentot be north the force: of 'the]rgaſon-is; 

; eee not grating ſo much as one of 
which werecdelared byrhEKirkas aroeſla- 


＋ my interre has the ewe reformed Religion is not pre- 
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| Fang 19 hair ee een the Pantene 
: aers and Wn Jud e ot their own Petnions. 


There 


7 Ladly bande their-own, 'conicienices, whethec 


HY. . 
0 5 4 ia Fy 
0 3 
% mY Ea 1 «28 
1 1 
* 2 = R's 
9 N SK, 
. 8 
** 
a® 


a A LE i A EE eee e 


. . Da $54 eo Rats ern T 
PP RAE 2 i iPOD? oe Hör MEER : e AU ; 5 
* 100 * n. * nm * 3 v6 = m BY ue 

2 * Wan YETI n 3 12 "Wu 1 1 , 
9 W . . 1 Sn 


> 4 * | | — 
— — Sid ee, Bop vo AMS IARG Ctr 214 ag: 
Fa 4 b T * = : 7 * 12 
E * l 2 
8 r n . 7 7 * IG 
„ ö | 
2 


*» * 9 * K 
HOES Y 
K pales: 
{ (| 


0 . 
* 


| biguity an he word -Judged; 

tiſtian prudence and diſcretion, whether the 
fatisfacorie to thei confciences or not; And 
:when Kirk Jlidicatorievareche Petitioners helongetli 
4Ethews thors-peoutintly, nobonely>by.the judgerent 
vfdifetaiotn;commubromll QbriQuns; but by a min- 
Reniall and direQivejudgement to determine ſo great a 
vult of conſcience whether in inſwer returned co P- 
girions vontora ing: the clafety and fecurity vf Relig 
ber ſaxisſuctory in point — — not. Then 
Lerqſhips argument ſeemetſi much mo ſtrange to us, 
amel — Lord ſhips 
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- a not graming of All the 
outro erf Nin fetrei that — — 
t th 


menrof che Kirk; may not they alio conclude, 


Ee 
Generalt Aſſembly: maintaineth ot ehe juſt Authority 
of their Oivill government, becauſethey refuſed the jun 
deſire of the Committee of -Eftares: for graming them 
the ſpare of 2; dr 3. dfyes ro p their juſt 2xceprtj- 
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| ha es the proceedings of the le Cemmiſſion df 


the Kirk before the Aſſembly ſhoulg approve them, as 
allo becuuſe they retuſed the Pious and Eawfult deſire 
(as chieir Lowfhips.call it q for Miniſters to the Army. 
Were r As their Lordſhips male them ſelves julge 
of their own de ſtres, as much avrhe Kirk hat judged of 
theirs, fo theſe deſites propoſed to the Generall Aſſem- 
bly;beingabout matters meerlyEcclefiaſticall,vis. The 
approvitis'ofthe proceedings of che Comttniſfion'of the 
Kirk, andrhe-appoineing bf Mimftcts forthe Arm 
einn bit offer it to theit Lordftips lecond tho 


ly, we 
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| | Lbe — 
by che Aſſembly of che Kick, —— Civill by 
Darliamenr: 2 The truths, :Neittier; of thoſe defires 
refuſediby the Generall Aſſernbly,werejuſt s/Thatche 
deſire of Miniſters to the Arin was'nota jut deſire, the 
Zenerall Aſſembly hath di abundanily in 
deir Declaration; — as to the other defire, — 
au expreſſe Act oſ the Generall Aſſembly 2601. That 
the proceedings of the Commiſſioners i ſot the pub lick 
affaites of the Kick _ be-ceamined-by-the::1 
Aſſembly inthe b ing thereof, & approved orcen- 
ſured — the A biz take in other matters : not- 
ack, when he lee Generali aten. 
— examine che proceedings of tho late 
bannen and notwi ita dine Erb 
of Eſtares had ſuffi cient time before, to prepare any ex 
ce vrhich they had to offer; Vet at their — 
jon rw e; — — bly agreed toa new delay for a 
pace, ted eſſing to the Earl of Glencairnthen 
Ct — Lordfhips to the Aſſembly, that the Al- 
— y ob then be teady to here their: Lordſhips 
ons againſt the proceedings of the {aid Com- 
miſſin, But no exceptions being given in at the zime 
inted, the net was neceſſitated to proceed, 
ng many things of importance to do, hich could 
not orderly be brought in till the Pee ofthe 
late Commiſſion — firſt examined. 


ne tounbi inſtance ( though their Lord ſhips dat not 


tix tioriceof ig ſuch ) was 2 from dan. 
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ment of che Kirk; 
General Aſſt 


— en A belongeth 

ore-peruliatly, nobonely>by.tlic judgement 
of diſetaioncommobroalt Chriſtians; bt ba min- 
Reniall-and dirsRivejudgement to determine fo great a 
Galt of conſcience whether in inſwer returned ing | 


aimons vonperning the safety and ſecutity vfRelight'® 
'bo:ſuricfa ory int point of: conſt ioncef or nor. Theft 
Lordhiprarguinenrieemedh much more ſtrange to us, 
anmely, that if cheir Lordſhips:nor — of all the 
deſires of the Kirk'(Yuppoſerhemr- all co-bejuſtwithour 
conmoverſy.Yinterrethavthey"inainezianorrhepovernt- 
may notthey allo conclate; chat the 
*maincaineth dot che juſt Authority 
of their Civill government, becauſethey refuſed the juſt 
deſire of the Committee of · Eſtates for granting them 


the ſpare of 2; dr 3. diyes co proponetheit juſt tXcepri- 
ons againſt thꝭ proceedi of che Ie Cemmiffbn of | 


the Kirk before the Aſſembly ſhoulg approve them, as 
allo becuuſe they retuſed the Pious and 1 awfult deſire 
(usrhi6ir:Lorwdſhips.call ir 5 for Miniters to the Army. 


Where x As their Lordſhips male themſelves jdgt 
of their own deſtres as much us che Kirk hach judged of 
theirs, fo theſe deſites propoſed to the Generall Aſfem- 
bly⸗ being abdut matters meerly Eccleſiaſticall, vi. The 
ipprovitis'ofthe proceedings of ee Commiſſion of the 
Kirk, andehe appointing bf Miniſters forthe Army, we 
eanmwrbix offer it co their Lordſhipglecond thou 
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oughrs, 
how 
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&:: Declaration; And ee aber Le t 
expreſſe A of the Generall Aſſem bly. — 
2 — edings of the Cemmiffon 
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of Eſtares had1ufficient. time before, to ex- 
—  erns 
e ag rg new rs 
ä rofeſſing ro the Eat of Olencarunthen 
ſent by their Lordmips to the Aſſembiy, that the Al- 
ſembly ſhould then be feady to here their: Lordſhips 
exceptions againſt the proceedings of ths faid Com- 
miſſion q But no exceptions being given in at the time 4 
appointed, the e was neceſſitated to proceed. I 
having many things of importance to do, -Which could ; 
not orderly be brought in till the Tran ofehe 
| - ne Commiiſion r 
re founb inſtance ( though their Kerb labels 
| txkynoriceof ings ſuch ) was: S ns 4 
| 10 
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Worſhip; or Government, chough notteſtabliſhed 
Law. Their Lordfhips might have taken notice fro 
mblyes-: Dec ration klimt there are diverſe 
rc y of Got enacted by Generall A\-. 


their Lordi ps ro 9 rein novartonsin =o 


yesy rebel hr wy goodneſſe 
Salbe y ty ker there (nth qe ona TOS 
this jeſt 3 
Ware heart 
as novations, and hat theit e ere to main · 
rain them. We matrvell why theit Lordſhi Id: 


account iranyibieactr of Charity to ſay that his Maje- 
ſty harhi noteſtabliſhed by Law, all»thar hath been by 
the mercy of God enacted in Generall Aſſemblyes, | 
Their Lordifliips cite the Aſſembly: 1639: As acknow- 
ledging his © Majeſties goodnefle in- eſtabliſhing the 
work of Reformation; Yerthere is nothing in the ſup- 
plication ofrhar Aſſembly looking toward their Lord - 
ſhips reſtriction, or contrary to that paſſage of the late T 
Declaration into which theit Lordſhips reply Neither 
will ie bea good paralell between a time's e 
legs 80d and a time: of his refu 


| „ 5 5 
The ac intce ahl cos "ally 
wh it; e ce to e blerve 
tions- e % pe Tue 
The firſt inſtance of tlie deen of that Attiele was 
taken not from their I ordſhips deſije ofthe Queens te. 
turn; bur from 0 no her tetürn wirhour any 
condition tending to the reſtraint ofher Maſſeand exer- 
ciſe of Popery. We do not fa that the ſolemn | | 
end Covenant diſſolves the Covenant of Martiage be 
tween the King and Qneen - But if their Lordſhips- by 
defending and aſſening that Covenant of Marriage, 
mean to defend all che Articles of contract, whereof 
one nen ſhe ſhall have che free exerciſe of her own 
Religion ang her Prieſts to attend her; How then can. 
heit Lofdftiips oy did che Toleration of Popery, eontra- 
ry tothe Covenant; As forthe Secturies; their Lord- 
5 any other know any in this Kirk of Scotland, 
wo gaye them encouragement or hopes of Tolerati- 
on, we deſire it may be made timely known, that ſuch 
perlons ( if an my be, for we Know: none ſuch ) muy be 
tried, cenſu d and avoided: i 
To the fecondinſiance,concerning his Muteſtics con- 
ceſſions, their — s make no particular nor plain 
inſwer, though it hath been often arid earneſtly defrred, 
onely they referte to whar they have laid betore, and 
ſo do we to what was anſwered before, 75-7 
In their Lordſhips anſwer to the third in ſtance, The 
ſubordination and due order between duties to God, 
and duties to the King is tilt forgotten; Their Lord- 
.* ſhips prefle the doing of duties to bis Majeſty, not 
hſtanding the fear of 8 conſequence. Put, 
I, HOW: 


b. e what 


ever danger or had egme thereby, 
25 keene ee r Was, that it is 3 
duty to undertake a War tor „ eltics reſtitution. to 
ſome of his Houſes in 7 u, before ſecurity 
had and, ſought from fog dele ien which point 
neitheris, wee beg Ned. There is nothing which 


more hardened- che Ki q. — in refuſing to 
do his duty for ſecuring of 215 the unſeaſo- 
nable endeavours of ſome to reſtore him to the exer- 
ciſe of his Royall power before his ſecuring thereof, 
4. The Aſlembly well knew. that there is a diffe- 
rence between u conſequent in reſpect of order | 
of time, and in reſpect of cauſality z but the bad con- 
ſequences to Religion, which are 3 * the 1 


bringing of bis Majeſty no eee 950 Free- 
domiand Honour before. ſecurity. h Ne ier K Re- 
ligion are conſequents in relpect of — — both be- | 


cauſe the Declaration of Parliament, <May 5. holdeth 
forth that his Majeſty. being ſo reſtored, will be put in 
ſucha condition whereby his conceſſions may be ren- 
dred effectuall, (which cannot as we conceive be undet- 
ſtood without the exerciſe of his Royall power) and 
likewiſe becauſe his Majeſtic being ſo principled, and 
/ bolding himſelf obliged in conſcience, and by his Co- 
ronation Oath, to eftabliſh Epiſcapacy, will ule his ut- 
moſt endeavouts for the ſame. 5, Whereas their Lorg- 
ſhips bring an inſtance of the Honout and Freedom gi | 
ven; by. God to our firſt Parents , which was not che 1 
cauſe qt their, abuſe, thereof, that followed in time. 
We muſt bumbly grave leave to lay, that this: inſtance 
might have better dees, Papiſts, Who hald —— 
there 


. 


fore his chen Procefingts; Who hole dere w. 
no bad principle chen imiking in his mture. An How 
ſhall Then Lordſhip ps apply ly their Simile to horn 1 
hand, unleſſe they wil ſay (which we knew they 
not) chat the Kin ings s Majeftie hath no had p wel 
him motethen 4dzwbefore his fall. As for inc 
their Lotdſhipsadde inthecloſerhatthey will not 
in his Majeſties hands any ſuch power, whereby 2 
ligion or the Covenant may be endangered: For this 
point we are refatred to the Declaration of Parliament 
dns, which neederh nd otheranivet;thet was made 
y the late Commiſſi pops the Kirk in ial r Repreſen- 
tation, pag. 17. vis. That u tion bis Ma 
ſtie is 90 to London wih eee 
ty; we daubt not ether ĩt may ; Prove Hips poſſible to 
theirLordſhips (were they never ing) to hinder 
the! putting of ſuch a power in his Mijeltles hands 
— Religion may be endangerel. 
1i»Aszorhebrexchof the third Article; Firſt tis an- 
ſwered, that breach of the Prwiledge of! Parliament 195 
projudice ta dhe Liberty of the Subjects, ſhould be be 
know toithem.. We might fay by the lame rule, that 
breach of the Priviledges und Liberties of the Kirk 
ſnhould be beſt known unto us; yet notwithſtandinig of 
our reſentment of manifold encroachments u on the 
Liberties of the Kirk, their Lordſhips undertak in tlie 
beginning of cheſeOblervationsto vindicatethemſelyes 
from any fuch encroachments. But we ſhall” only'p 
their Lotdſhipsin minde of that whetennto xls tt 
Anſweris applied. The Aſﬀembly compfained that xf 
Liberties of the Subjects are overthro wn, and the per- 
ſons and Eſtates of ſuch ashave been beſt affected to 


the 


iberty of the Subjects * beſt known to their 
Lordſhips, Shall the SubjeRsthen ſhut their eyes, deny 
their ſence, and blindly give uptheir perſons, Liberties 
and Eſtates to the naked athicrement of men? Go1 tor. 
bid, We hope their Lordſhips will allow Subjects to 
know their Liberties better: And ſeeing men of all e- 
ſtares and Sees are under che bend of the Solemn 
2, ea N for bimſelf, and ſeeing a 
We are r of Gad each one ol us muſt 
give an account to ( God by ante It cinnat but ne- 
ceſſarily tollow, that no man is to depend upon, or fol- 
Iow blinde! e As co 


Aer touch upon an Aigumdnt for 
it, drawn fromthe nod ule —— be made of it; 
2 namely, in hi — the a of an Ordinance 

Tolerition of Syiferier, Wbere 1. Welwiſh their 
72 ſhips may bere apply ebe goad tule cho by chem 
, 5 the precedent Patsgraph, vis. Fhat evil tnay 
not be done that good may come of it. 2. Tis as ſt 
an Argument, and ftronger agaiaſt it, that avety 
uſe may be made of it, to the overthrowing of the Co 
venant and Reformation of Religion, whereof there is 
no ſmall ground of fear from his Majeſties adhering to 
the Prelaticall principles. 3. Tis in recent memory, 
what offers of Toleration to ſuch as differ from Pres» 
byreriall Government, were contained in his — 


8 to the Propoſitions of both. dae Mei: fm 
ted to him W Court, and n . 


are ſorry we ha 
Kuck nor ſo much upon 
things to which he would not 
which they call the ſecond', 
tion of Civill power to the 
by their Lordthips, 
40 otherwiſe, bur cher i 
jects art notwinſtunding to obe 
lawfull; We conceive- it. will n ot be de 
Subjects are as ſtmitly tied rot bord | 
- Godasthe King is? Hoth net the Word of 
all Aren, whether boy or Subjects, eo pi 
ory of God ad g Religiot io uli t 
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 ,Asforthe breach of che ont: Article of thie'C6s 

beans, their L $.onely refer us to their Obſer- 

tel ere betor n the in ce ſecond. Argument, and 

th Wer N 11:10 

When their wy fer] tal come to lpeak tothe lach 
of the fifth Article, we meet wich one thing, which if 
th ere were no more may make all theptople of God in 
the land to take good heed whoſe proſeſſions they now 
5 1 ꝗ — unto : For inthe narrative of the firſt Act of 

vie, we finde theſe words. Aud nom fnding that the 
Town of Berwick « play ed on, & that the dangers are nearer 
#0 us then former ether from Seftaries or Ao — 
and that i it is our 5 xs to male wſe of tbe Ae b. 
of the King dom for its ſerv ation and ſafety, How ch % 
can poſcibl y agree A oh heir Lordſhips: Anſwerto the 
Aſſemblies Argument concerning the breach of the 
fitth Article, we cannot underſtand.:. There they will 
not own the ſeizing upon Berwick, here they do on it: 
There they make the ſeizing 0n;Berwick to be a greater 
and neeret danger to the Kingdom: Here the małe it 
neceſlary for preſervation of the l D : There they 
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